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Church lias indeed, thank GoDPrOom for ail par-
ties, but the parties rtferred to all' old with
tenacity every vital. doctriné bf Scripture, and
differ only in what are in reality minor points.
Not.only bave Churchmen discovered hoi broad
the Church is even as broad as the Bible; but
thaûghtful Dissenters have at last found it out, and
are êagerly pressing into a fold which limits thought
only as the Bible imits it, which, as they are
recognizing does not set up narrow human stand-
ards, but' <is as broad and as wide as Go's Holy
Word. What the Bible pernits the Church does
not inh'ibit ; what it prohibits, the Church firmly

ppposes. "Nothing worth fighting about!" Surely
the Christian TWor/d has closed its eyes to what is
going on every day a-ound it or it would not have
beeh guilty of insinuating such a charge against
the .Church. Does it not know. that in all gooc
works, la zeal,in adaptiag itself te the wants of
men in order to plead with them in behalf of their
souls, the Church occupies a remarkable position
at the présent time ? That she is aglow -with love
and eagerness ta bring Christ Jesus hine te the
sinner, and that even Dissenters and Romanists
lianve been forced te recognize and admire the
splendid work which she is now doing ! Jesuis
Christ and Hlim crucified ! is not that te message,
and is ste not conpelling men and wonen te ieed
it by her burning zeal and love for seuls? If ever
there was a tirne when the charge of paralysis
could be trutlhfully made against the Church that
time is certainly not the presenit. No, Baptists,
Methdists and Presbyterians are being drawn in
increasing numbers into her fold because of her
increasing earnestness, and faithful uphîolding of
the doctrines of the Bible, and whether the wisi
be father te the thouglht or not, the C'/ïris/ian

World cannot tope, while such zeal and faith con-

tine, te sec as a reality its faise assumption and
altogetter mistaken views respecting the Church of

England.

TIE 011UM TNADE.

ONE Of Mte greatest blots onEngland's escuteheon
at the pi esènt dlay is the horrible opiiiuni tracie
with China. The English and Indian Goveru-
aments both encourage the griowtlh of the poppy in

India, and the sale of its produet in ittuiîense
quantities ta te Chinese. 'The reason for thi
moral obliquity can only be foind in the enornicuis
revenue which iL yields to lndia, as the trallic cain
be defended by ne princilie oftrue statestnanship.
In the year 1781, foreign opiumu wras a drug ini the
Chinese marts of trade, but since that periol flic
importation of the vile narcotie lias constantly in-
creased until inow over 100,000 chetis are aniuallv
purchased. This yilds a yearly revenue te the
British Government'of India of-between forty and
sixty millions of dollars. It is asserted, and ve'y
trtflully, that this does not represent the total
quantity of opiuii consnumed by the Chinesc. The
drug is ailso prodluced in considerable quantities in
ChJ ina, and tis argunent is gravely advancei as a
reason in favour of our exportation of the nar-
cotic a It is said the Chinese must have it, and
we imlay as -'ell supply it as any one else. YNow
it is well known that the Chinese Government bas
made the strongest possible protests against the
importation of what is pronounced, on ail hands, a
deadly and dangerous poiadon. The traffic is net
only continuied however, but, it is forced upoln the
Chinlese at the point of the bayonet, solely l'or the
sake of the Indian exchequer wlieh, year by
year, as We have saitid, derives soie sixty millions
of doll ts frou this source.

it may Weil be asked witi iwontder and surprise,
low long wili the enlightened civilization and
Christian sentiment of England endure this infan-
ous traffic ILt touches the national honour in a
mnost direct way. It neutralizes ta a large extent

the 'Evangelistie ,efforts of the Cburch both Jn
India and China.

Opium-eating and, opium-smoking are nost per-
nicious and harm11nl. Not a few cases even in Our
Canadian asylums give proofs of its cvii effects.
But wvords fail te describe the mental, physical and
moral degradation which is produced by indul-
gence in this evil habit in heathen lands. It is
satisfactory to know that in England publie opinion
on this subject is being aroused as it never has
been before. The late Archbishop of Canterbury
made a strong protest te the British Government
on the subject soine veeks before his late i1ness.
Meetings haye been held in various parts of the
country se as ta thoroughly influence and educate
the masses concerning the noxious trahe. An
Anti-opium Society lias been formed also, which,
by circulating information upon the tise and Cvil
ullcets of opium, is doing, a ,ood w'ork. Yet ef-
forts are put forth in a counter direction. The
quarterly magazines are utilized by various writrs
wiio point out tlat opium as a stiulant au nar-
côtie bas been in use among Asiatic nations from
timte im ernmorial, just as beer and spirits are con-
suimed by Euiropeans. It is argued too tlhat the
Chinesa Governmtent is insincer'e in wisiintg the
trallie to cease, as it is enploying all diligence and
effort te inîcrease the gr'owth and cultivation Of
native opium as a source of hoine revenue. cThe
English people are appealed te, to re ist an agi-
tation on pîircly finiancial and economic grounds,
whiei cannot for a tuoment bo defended on moral
grounds. Even muinsters cf the Crown have îssued
such ad misericordaz appeals. We believe not a
single arguaent Lis been advanced iii defence of'
the Opüuui traelie, ave the mîeraenarv on e, loss te
the revenue of' Inila. The cvils produced in
China by the lise cf the deadly narcotic are not
mentioied.

The stupendous wrongs and crimes against uiii-
tîmanity' and against Gcto, wihich the Opium traffie
must answer for are quietly pmassel by. Suiely
the Englislh people bave a right te ask that tlis
revenue of fifty or sixty millions be raised i some
otier way ' Suirely the noble men and wolieil in
the Eiglish Chir b, who are doing siuch great

h for the Missionary cauehioughout the
world ougIt t ake ther voice lundly iearl in
cndemnation cf t i-s niefariois Iraffic? 'Surelv

the>y bave a nghit te rolticîiiee on a question of
oit ur wrong; antd il' it is absolutely wrong, it

net oil dese.ves the ittentin of the (ioveiînmeni,
hit it tîîtust liave it, and iimi ediate' steps nust be
taken to redress tht evil. It is a disgrace and a
shaimne that a ieatien people shoul h obliged to
beg a Clristian people tO refrain fromî forcing upon
them this dreaduil drug. Thought the whoi
revenue of India depended upon it, instead of aî
part only, and though China , wasabout te grow the
poppy in still greater quantities than she tas im-
ported it hitherto, our brethren across tha seas
inust not hold theirl penace, but protst and protest,
anld agitate, umtil like slavery, the last vestiges o!
a vile and hideous traffie, whiclh ia paralvzing a
people, anid eausuig deadly sufrinimg, is forever
swept away, and the dlark stiain is remxoved fromt
the prend banner of St. George.

Coprespondence.
-e-

PEiRMANENT DIACONAT .

(Tu the Editor of the Clîjreh Guardian.)
Sn,-'le Provincial Synod in its last session

enacted a Canon on the Diaconate (Canon XVill)
wherein it is laid douwn luht "a Deacon need not
surrender lis worldly callinmg or business (such
calling being approved by the Bishlop) unless he
he a candidate foi' the office of a Priest." For
several'easons, which i necd not go into,1 thouglit
the attempt te establish a permanent Diaconate
was One of toubtful wisdon, and that, at any rate,
the matter should be more fully considered in all
its bearings, bafore the publication of a Canon.
Perhaps I was wrong, and I trust I was, as the
advoeates for a Permanent Diaconate had it al]
their own way. But before the legislation lias
taken any wide effect, I would, with ail deference,
ask our Bishops and Priests to ponder the words

of one -of the mîost thoughtful mon of our day,
the present Bishop of Durham. . D. C. L.

Against this ueasure I have no objection ta
urge on principle. I do not sec how I can find
fault with the pursuit of secular avocations in the
ministers of a Church whose chief apostle was a
tent-nîker. PIrecedents, too, in later ages are
sulßiciently frequent te justify this conbination of
the spiritual office with the secular work. But,
waiving questions of ecclesiastical law of which
the solution perhaps vouild not b very difficult, I
foresea the possibility of grave administrative
Complications arising out of t-lie creation of such
a diaconata. It is intended, I suppose, tbat the
ordering of these deacons should be regarded as
indelible. A deacon once created is a deseon for
life in tho eye of the (iurcl. He is perianently
resident in the panil whcra lue is called te ltnîr.-
ter. But the lucuibent changes from time to
htime ; and it is not dificult to sec that compli-
cations mtay arise fron this fact.

The renoval of a deacon froin his ministrations
miay set a whole parish on lire. Tc case of a
curate presents no analogy, because lue lias not as
a rule any domtuestic ticA in the place, ani ha
speedily departs te somte ether sphcre of labour
without serions inîconxvenîienee te limîîself. But a
permanent deacon woulid remain as a focus of dis-
ilrection, il the eleumenls of disalfection w-rc there.
The weight of parochial iniuence, in fact, lias been
t-ansferred fron the chief officer te his subordin-
tc. Meanwihile, the decon himself lias a rigîht te

feel dissatisfied. Ie is invested with an offico
whici ie camnot shake ffr; and yet lue is not ai-
lowed to perform'îî thlie funuctions ur te reap [lue ad-
vantages of his olfice. But, it wiill be said, this
scheiie for a permaient diaconate is, fter all, only
a restoratioi of the normal practice in the primi-
tive Chutrei ; anid ie cainot do wrong if we follow
this lpraet.ice with -Iln imuiplicit failli as te tho results.
My antswer ia this. If you would reimuodl the
Churebt organiZationu aifter 1,he primiiitivO t.ype, yot
youi mmîust d so ilt all respects. If te diaconate
ii tie primitivo Curch was permaneit and local-
iid so was the presbyterate. If the primitive
deaccnis amintined thtemavs by pling ithir
trade or their business, so did the primit.ive pliests.

h'le cuti', bthuigh onily in deaco's orders, is
mcilih more valuable now to the mneincumbcnt thani
[he laivnan, because spiritial mîinistrations are the
uain busifess uf lis life. But as soon as- Vhey
cease toe isc-as they would cease with these
seit-secuar dacoRs.-it is rutced te a question
of legree. Meanwhie ite loss is serions. The
itost competeitctnt and conseientious layueni -would
probabuly object te being iivested witi a nminis.e-
rial office which, involving grave responsibilities,
would cling to them for life, no umatter wihat mitay
be the chango in heir external circumîîstances.
Thlius the lieMî of choice wol d be litmtited. Mean-
while, if adepted as a substittite for Lthe lay reader-
ship of whiei i spoke in a foeir part of my
Charge- -anid this seems the view entertained by
unluley of its supporters-it would involve another
serioius losa. The value of the lay readers's minis-
tiations will consist to a largo extent in the two--
fold fact that they ara giatuitaus and that they
are not eîrical. The one advantage probably' the
othier certainly, would be forfeitued by the adoption
of the permanent diaconate insteed.

EASTER DAY.

(To the Editor of the (urcha Guardian.)
S1a,-On page 9 of one of your last issues you

mention in un article, "Church Notes," that
Easter Day "will fall carlier than it has at any tinte
during the present century, viz.: on the 25th day
of March." Let me refer your statician te the yeur
A.D. t8u8, and he will flæd that Easter i/dal year
feul on the 22nd of March, and in the last year of
the past ceuniry, viz.: 1799, it fell on the 24th
March, in 1796 on the 27th, in 1788 on the 23 rd,
and in 1780 on March 26th. In 1826 it fell on
March 26th, and again the same date in 1837 ; la
1845 it feil on March 23rd ; again in 1856 it eli on
March 23 Td ; and therefore there have been three
Easters, viz.: in A.D. 188, in 1845, and in 1856,


